KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH

144 North Binkley Street e Soldotna, Alaska 99669-7520
Toll-free within the Borough: 1-800-478-4441 Ext. 2150
PHONE: (907) 714-2150 e FAX: (907) 714-2377
www.mayor.kenai.ak.us
Mike Navarre

Borough Mayor

October 11, 2016

Kelly Peterson, PE

Project Manager

Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
P.O Box 196900

Anchorage, AK 99519-6900

RE: Sterling Highway Milepost 45-60 Project

Dear Ms. Peterson:

We are writing this letter to request a delay of Record of Decision (ROD) on the Sterling
Highway MP45-60 project until a determination is made on the prospective land exchange
between the Cook Inlet Region Inc. and the Kenai Wildlife Refuge. This exchange, authorized in
the Russian River Land Act!, is currently under consideration and would result in a change in
land status of the potentially impacted portion of the Mystery Creek Wilderness Area.

Upon this determination, we request a reconsideration of the selection of G South Alternative as
the preferred alternative. We ask that this selection is reevaluated in consideration of both the
land exchange and the following comments in opposition to the selection of G South.

We have significant concerns regarding the analysis that led to the selection of the G South
alternative. There are three areas of concern this letter discusses.

1. Purpose and need: The DSEIS fails to recognize the long term protection of the Kenai River
as a key element of the purpose and need for this project.

2. Impacts of the G South alternative to the Kenai River: We have concerns that the
assessment does not fully consider the impacts to the Kenai River, and have concerns with
the relative lack of weight that these impacts were given in the selection of a preferred
alternative.

3. Lack of input on G South Alternative: A number of historical factors, including the
previous selection of different preferred alternatives and the length of time this project has
been ongoing, create a unique situation where stakeholders and the public were unlikely to
provide input specific to G South. As such, ADOT&PF and the FHWA should formally
solicit, consider, and respond to, comments on their selection prior to the ROD.

! Russian River Land Act, Pub. L. No. 107-362, 116 Stat. 3021
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If the Kenai River were given the proper weight in the analysis and if the protection of the Kenai
River were recognized as part of the purpose and need for this project, we believe a different
preferred alternative would have been selected.

1. Purpose and need

Draft SEIS 1.2.1 Project Purpose

“The purpose of the project is to bring the highway up to current standards
for a rural principal arterial to efficiently and safely serve through-traffic,
local community traffic, and traffic bound for recreational destinations in the
area, both now and in the future. In achieving this transportation purpose,
DOT&PF and FHWA recognize the importance of protecting the Kenai River
Corridor”

Although DOT&PF and the FHWA recognize the importance of protecting the Kenai River
Corridor in the overview of project purpose, this importance is not carried through to any of the
three listed needs. We believe that - although not explicitly stated as a need in this DSEIS -
protection of the Kenai River Corridor has historically been understood by the public and
stakeholders as an important reason for this project. Failing to move a substantial amount of
traffic away from the river and accepting the risk of a catastrophic hazardous spill in the Kenai
fails to realize a fundamental benefit of this project. We believe that an alternative that does not
move the highway off of the Kenai River Corridor does not meet the purpose and need of this
project. As such, regardless of the 4(f) analysis, G South should not be selected.

In addition to inadequately protecting the Kenai River Corridor, G South Alternative does not
meet the stated purpose and need as well as the Juneau Creek Alternatives. While G South does
bypass Cooper Landing proper, it fails to bypass Segment 5 (MP 51.3 - 55.09), the section of the
project with the highest crash rate cited in the DSEIS. This area, particularly the segment
between the Russian River Ferry Entrance and Russian River Campground, is a frequently
congested area with multiple parked vehicles and pedestrians along the road during peak summer
fishing season.

Bringing the highway up to current design standards but failing to bypass this segment does not
improve safety for recreational users and pedestrians as well as moving the majority of traffic
away from the area. Many fishermen will continue to travel along and cross this section of the
road, and the higher traffic speeds may increase the potential severity of an accident if it does
occur.

I1. Impacts to the Kenai River

We believe that, in the analysis that lead to the selection of G South as the preferred alternative,
impacts to the Kenai River were not given adequate weight. While we recognize the complexity
of this process, and are aware of the impacts each alternative will have on important habitat and
recreational opportunities, sustained impacts to the Kenai River were shown less concern in the
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selection process than impacts to the Mystery Creek Wilderness Area, Resurrection Pass Trail,
and the Juneau Falls Recreation Area.

Failure to Avoid Impacts of Potential Spills

Draft SEIS 3.17.2.4 G South Alternative P 2 Spill Risk

“Approximately 6.4 miles of the alignments (45 percent) would be within
500 feet of the Kenai River and other Tier 1 streams, of which about 4.7 miles
(33 percent of the total) would be within 300 feet. The G South Alternative
has moderate exposure to Tier Il streams and wetlands that are
hydrologically connected to the Kenai River. A substantial portion of this
alternative would be built on the existing alignment near the Kenai River”

Draft SEIS 3.17.2.5 Juneau Creek and Juneau Creek Variant Alternatives

“Both of these alternatives have moderate exposure to steep side slopes and
high exposure to wetlands. However, these alternatives provide separation
from the Kenai River and other streams over the longest distance, likely
providing responders more time to protect the Kenai River in the event of a
spill.”

Forty-five percent of the G South Alternative remains within 500ft of the Kenai River or other
Tier 1 Waterbodies, compared to 25% of the Juneau Creek Alternative. 33% of G South is within
300 feet of a Tier 1 stream, compared to 15% of Juneau Creek. The separation provided by the
Juneau Creek Alternative, which moves 75% of the route more than 500ft away from a Tier 1
waterbody, provides responders with extra time to protect the Kenai River in the event of a
hazardous spill. This difference is acknowledged within the DSEIS; however, these risks are
minimized citing that “the highway would be reconstructed throughout to meet current standards
and improve safety”. Improved safety along the corridor - while marginally decreasing the
likelihood of an accident - does not eliminate the risk nor does it mitigate the impact a spill will
have when it occurs. In order to mitigate the impact a hazardous spill will have, the road must be
moved away from the river to the maximum degree reasonably possible.

Limitations of Emergency Response and Cleanup Capabilities

Emergency Response Assessment Hazardous Materials Spills (HDR 2003b)
3.4 Constraints to Emergency Response and Cleanup

“The distance over which some emergency response teams would have to
travel to reach a hazardous materials spill along the Sterling Highway
between MP 45 and MP 60 can increase the risk of release to resources
within the spill migration pathways. In addition, the ability of regional
responders to respond to and clean up an accidental spill can be impaired by
weather conditions and the accessibility of the spill. Temperatures along this
section of the Sterling Highway are often near freezing, which frequently
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causes ““black ice”” on the roadway surface, which creates hazardous driving
conditions. Snow on the roads can slow travel to the spill site, as well as
hinder spill control activities. Steep slopes can make access to the spill
difficult and impair the ability to set up spill control equipment.”

Limited regional capability to respond to significant spills in this area, due to both the capacity of
local volunteer agencies and the geographic limitations of the area, considerably increase the risk
posed by failing to move the majority of traffic off of the Kenai River Corridor. The 2003 risk
evaluation, Emergency Response Assessment and Hazardous Material Spill Control lays out
these limitations in detail. Due to the constraints of the area, and the likelihood of a delayed
response to a spill, the additional response time that the Juneau Creek Alternative gives local
responding agencies is a crucial consideration and should be given high priority in the analysis.

Sustained impacts on the Kenai River and other Tier | Waterbodies

In addition to the potential impact of hazardous spills, G South also sustains or increases a
number of existing impacts to the Kenai River and riparian habitat. G South not only fails to
move the majority of traffic away from the corridor — maintaining current general runoff impacts
due to heavy traffic immediately adjacent to a Tier 1 waterbody — but also requires additional
river crossings. The Juneau Creek alternatives bypass all crossings of the Kenai River, whereas
the G South route will require an additional crossing and the replacement of the existing bridge
at Schooner Bend. Additionally, several more small stream and drainage crossings are required
under the G South alternative. We maintain that, by selecting G South as the preferred
alternative, DOT&PF and FHWA have highlighted the Juneau Creek alternatives' impact on
wetlands and human recreation, while showing less concern for these substantial encroachments
on the Kenai River.

Relative weight of the Kenai River compared to other elements

Protecting the Kenai - a resource crucial to the environmental, cultural, recreational, and
economic health of this region - should receive as much, if not more, weight in the decision
making process as an administrative boundary such as the Mystery Creek Wilderness Area. The
Mystery Creek wilderness area is an extremely small portion of this project, yet carries an
outsized weight due to the administratively complex process needed to build in the area.
Conversely, moving the road away from the Kenai River - an important resource heavily
impacted by a large portion of the project area - is not being given high priority consideration in
this project.

Additionally, we recognize that the Juneau Creek Alternative will bisect the south end of the
Resurrection Pass Trail and the Juneau Falls Recreation area. We recognize that planning efforts
and restraint in development are necessary to mitigate the impacts of the Juneau Creek
Alternative to this area. However, we are confident that, were the Kenai River given the
appropriate consideration in this analysis, the value of long term protection of the Kenai River
would outweigh the impacts of shortening the trail.

Should an accident due to the location of the road negatively impact the health of the Kenai
River, the environmental impacts would be extensive and the economic wellbeing and livelihood
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of borough residents would be significantly impacted. Although the impacts of the Juneau Creek
routes are concerning, they do not outweigh the opportunity to prevent a major chemical spill or
the opportunity to dramatically decrease general traffic adjacent to the river.

I11. Lack of Agency and Public Comments on G South Alterative

This project has been ongoing in some form since the early 1980’s. There have been multiple
DEISs, scoping periods, and public comment periods. It is not practical to assume continuous
extensive public engagement with the process over such a long time period. Upon DOT&PF and
FHWA making a noteworthy announcement about the preferred route, numerous stakeholders
that were otherwise disengaged voiced significant concerns. Given that it failed to meet a
perceived need of the project, many of these stakeholders did not consider G South a likely
option and therefore, did not submit comments specifically regarding this alternative. As such,
comments focused on the impacts of the other options and the necessity for further study and
mitigation of those impacts. Given the unique history and the likelihood of public disengagement
over such a lengthy project period, we believe that ADOT&PF and the FHWA should solicit and
respond to comments on their preferred alternative before a final decision is made.

We recognize there are numerous concerning impacts of all alternatives that need to be
addressed. We request awareness of those issues and that mitigating steps are taken to minimize
impacts on wildlife for all of the alternatives. However, we strongly oppose the selection of any
alternative that fails to protect the Kenai River and believe that the protection of such a crucial
resource should receive the highest priority in the decision making process.

Please see attachments for additional signatories, signature pages, and resolutions from local
municipalities opposing the selection of G South.

Please consider these comments in your reconsideration of the alternative.

Sincerely,

Kenai Peninsula Borough;

City of Kenai;

City of Homer;

Cook Inlet Aquiculture;

Cook Inlet Keeper;

Kenai Watershed Forum;

Kenai Peninsula Fishermen’s Association (KPFA);
Kenai River Sportfishing Association (KRSA);
United Cook Inlet Drift Association (UCIDA);
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Cooper Landing Advisory Planning Commission;

Kenai River Special Management Area (KRSMA) Board,
City of Soldotna;

Kenai River Professional Guide Association (KRPGA);
Soldotna Chamber of Commerce;

Kenai Chamber of Commerce;

Kenai River Keys Property Owners Association;
Kenaitze Indian Tribe;

Salamatof Native Association, Inc.;

Ninilchik Traditional Council
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Executive Director, Soldotna Chamber of Commerce

By: %MQ B Date:
ééhna Beech
President/COOQO, Kenai Chamber of Commerce
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By: . (G 07 [ et '4/ Date:

J
William T. Bailey, Jr.

President, Kenai River Keys Property Owners Association
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Letter approved and signed by:

By:

Jaylene P@-& yren

/0~ 26~ /@

Date:

Executive Director, Kenaitze Indian Tribe

&/h/—— Dae: /9 -25-20/p

Chris Monfor

President/CEO, Salamatof Native Association, Inc.
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Letter approved and signed by:

o,y LE

By: Date:

Ivan Z. Encelewski
Executive Director, Ninilchik Traditional Council
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Ionrradduced by; Mavor
r' Date: 000 1
L Acljon: Auloptad
Vore: EYoe, [ Wo, 1 Absenc
KEENALI PENINSULA BOROUGH
RESOTITTION 2010 6045

A RESCLUTTON OFFOSING THE SELECTION OF G-50UTH AS THE PREFERKRED
ALTERNATIVE FOR THE STERLING HIGHWAY MP 45-00 PROJECT AND
SUPPORTING THE JUNFAU CREFK ALTERNATIVE

WHEREAS, the Stecling Highrway MP 45-6i) (Cooper Landing Bypass) project has been under
consideration by the Alaska Department of Lransportation and Public Facilities
{DOT&LPY  and Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA™) for mmmerous
years; and

WIHERFAS, a Thull Supplemental Environmental Tmpaet Stalement (SEIS) and Drull Seeticn
1y Evaluation were released for public teview in April and May 2015; and

WHERLEAS, on December 11, 2015, DOTEDPE and FHWA announced the identification of the
(3-South Alternative as the preferved alternative for the project; and a final SELS
r and Mesord of Decision (RO are expected in 2016; and

[ WHEREAS, the DOTEPF and FHWA recopnized the impoertanee of profecting Lhe Kens
Eiver Comidor in the purpose of the project amd ineluded redweed risk ol spills in
the Kenai River us o bengli of the praject; und

WITEREAS, the (r-Sourth alternative does not adequately protect the Kenai River Carridor; and

WHEREAS, the Junean Creek Altemative bypassce all crossings of the Kenail River, while the
GeSounth reute will require an additionsl croasing and replacement of &n existing
bridze: and

WHEREAS, a substantial portion of G-5South wonld be built on the existing alignmenl, neae the
nver, such thal 45 percent of the G-South Allermative is within 500 feetr of the
Kenai River or unather Tier 1 strearn, as opposed to 23 percent of the funean
Creek Alterative.

WHEREAS, asmall portion of the congressionally-designated Mystery Creck Wilderness Ares
and the southern eod of the Fesumsction Pass trail wonld be impycled by the
Juneau Crock Alternative; and

WIIEREAS, long-tern protection of the Kenal River, the opportunity to prevent a major
: chemical spill in the river, and the opporunity to significantly decrease traffic
adjacent ta the river, should take priority in the selection of an alternative:

Resalutien 201 6-049
Page 1of 2

E¢nail’=n?-1=1'.la]:inmu_glt, Alaska
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NOW, THEREFORTE, NI TT RESOLYLED T TIIE ASSTRALY OF TIIE EENAI
PFENINSULA BOROUGH:

AECTIOMN 1. That the Kenw Peninuola Teroush oppeses tha oseleseion of e G-Soonth
aleernzrive as the prefered alteccative for the Siering Thighway P 45-60 Project.

AECTIOM L. Tha the Kenai Pemnsula Ronweh sappores the selestion of the Tuncau Creck
Alternative as the preferred alternative for Lhe Hileshoe TTiohway RP 45-60
Frojedt.

BECTION 3. 'J'hat the Kenai Pensula Boaroupl wrees Gowernar Bl Walker, a7 slote legislutes
sopesciring the Fenal Ponipsula Boroweh, Mave Luiken, Comenisionse of
LOTSPE and Sandra Garcia-Adine, the Division Administrator of the FHwWA to
segvaluare the sclection of G-Bouth, and give adequate weipht to the protection of
the Xenai Rives

SECTION 4. Thala copry of thiz 2eanlution shall be peovided w TROTEPE, FHW A,

SECTION 5. That chis resolution takes effect inmediately upon its adoprizi

ADQITED BY THE ASSEMELY OF THE KENAL PENIMSULA BOLIOUGIL TILS 6111

DAY OF SEPTEMEER, 2014, D
.ﬁz’_‘___ﬂ__ ,%L—\_

Blaine Gilman, Asserbly President
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Suggested by: Administration

CITY OF KENAI

NEMAL ALASKA
N

RESOLUTION NO. 2016-43

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KENAIL ALASHA, OFPOSING THE
SELECTION OF G-SOUTH AS THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE STERLING
HIGHWAY MP 45-50 PROJECT AND  SUPPORTING THE JUMEAL CEEEK
ALTERMATIVE.

WHEREAS, the Sterling Highway MP 45-60 (Cooper Landing Bypass) project has been
ander consideration by the Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities
[“DOT&FPF") and Federal Highway Administration [FFITWA"] for mumerous years; and,

WHEREAS, a Draft Supplemental Envirenmental Impact Statement [BEIS) and Dradt
Section 4{f) Evaluation were released for public review in April and May 2015 ; and,

WHEREAS, on December 11, 2015, DOT&FF and FHWA announced the identification
of the (-South Alternalive as the preferred allernative for the project; and a final SEIS
and Record of Decision (ROD| are expected in 2016; and,

WHHEREAS, the DOT&PF and FHIWA recognized the importance of protecting the Kenai
River Corridor in the purpose of the project and included reduced rigk of gpills in the
Kenai River as a benefit of the project; and.

WHEREAS, the G-South alternative docs mol adequately protect the Kemai River
Corridor; asnd,

WHEREAS, the Juneau Creek Alternative bypasses all crossings of the Kenai River,
while the G-South route will require an additional crossing and replacement of an
exiating hridge; and,

WHEREAS, a substantial portion of G-South would he built on the existing alignonent
near the rver, such that 45 percent of the (-South Alternative is wilhin 500 feel of the
Kenai River or another Tier 1 stream, as oppused to 25 percent of the Juneau Creek
Alternative; and,

WHEREAS, a small portion of the congressionally-designated Myatery  Creek
wildemess Area and the southern end of the Resgrrection Pass trail would be
impacted by the Juncau Creek Alternalive; and,

WHEREAS, lung-term protection of the Kenai River, the ppportunity to prevent a major
chemical spill in the river, and the opportunity o significantly decrease traffic
adjacent 1o the river, should take priority in the sclection of an allernative.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KENAL
ALASKA, that:
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SECTION 1. That the Kensi City Council opposes the selection of the G-Scuth
alterniative as the preferrod allernetive for the Sterling Highoray MP 45-60

SECTION 2.That the Kenazi City Coundl supporls the selection of the Junean Creek
Alrernative as the preferred allemnolive Tor the Swerling Highweay MP 45-
A Projoct.

SECTION 3. That the Kenai Ciy Council wrges Govermor Bill Walker, all slate
lemalators representing the City of Kenai, Mare Luiken, Comriigsionet of
ITEPE and Sendra Sarcia-Aline, the [Division Admdrosirator of the
FHWA W resveluats the selaction of G-5South, and give adecquate weight
Ly Lhe protection of the Konal River.

SECTION 4. That a copy of thizs resahintion shall be provided o DOT&PF, FHWA,

SECTION 5. That this resolution takes effect imrnedintely upon its adopoen.

FASSET AY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF KENATL ATASKM, this Sth duy of Colober,
2016,

vl )

.l"P - o I|

‘o g A A S
AT FORTER, MAY(OR
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Irrszuced gy M=y Epagu:
[N Cgheber12, 2012
fudinn Addogies
Wk 5Yaz,d Mo

CITY QOF BOLOCTMA
RESCLUTION 201 6-039

A RESOLUTION OP2OSING THE SELECTION OF G-80UTH AZ TH= PREFERREED
ALTERMATIVE FOR THE 2 TEELING SIGHWAY MF 45-60 FROJECT ARD

SUPPORTING THE JUNESL CREER ALTERMA | IVE

WHERFEAS, the Sterling Highway WP 45-50 (Coopst Landing Bypass) projact has I:u:fen e
considerstion by the Alazka Depadment of Transportation and Publiz Fecilities ("O0OT &FF}
and Federal Highway Administration ("FHWA" for many years; and

WHEREAS, = Dralt Sugplemental Envirohmental Impas Statenmant (SEIS) and Draft Section
411 zvaldation wors released for public review in Agaril and May 2015, =nd

YWHEREAS, an Cecambiar 11, 2014, X021 &FF and FHWA anrcunced the idsntificgtion of the
=-5outh Alernative 58 tha prafermen aliarmativs for the project; and a final SEIS and Recard of
Decision (R20) are expscted in 20016, and

YWHEREAS, the OO &FF and FHWA recognized the importancs of protacting the Kenai Rive:
Cornidor in the purpess of e prajest ard included reduced risk of spills in the Xenai River a5 a
Benefit of the praject; and

WHEREAS, the 3-South atemative does not adsquately prafeci fhe Kenai Rivar Conidor and
will ragulre an agditicnzl crossing and replacemant of an exisling bridge; and

VWHEREAS, the Junsau Cresk Alternstive bypasses all crossings of Ihe Kenai River and
WHEREAS, a substantial partion of S-South wauld be built on the sxisting alignment near the
river, such thal 43 parcent of the G-South Aliernative is within 500 feet of the river or anothar
ler 1 slrazm, as opposed to 25 percant of e Junsaw Creek Alternative; and

WHERCAS, a small porticn of te songressionally-designated Mystary Craek \Wildormoss Arca
ard the southzm cord of tha Resurmaction Pass trail would be impactsd by the Jungau Cresk
Almrmative. and

WHEREAS. Inng-term protection of the Kenai Fvar, the oppartunity Lo pravent a major chemical
s0ill in tha river, and the opportunity o s'gnitizantly decrease trattic edjzoent to the rivar, should
teke paonby n the selection of an aliernative; anc

WHEREAS, sithough the projec: area is net wilhin Saldalna Sily Licwis, the long-term haealib
ard grotection of the Kenal River ars vitally important to the city:

MOW, THEREFCRE. BC IT RERSOLVED DY THE CITY CCUNCIL OF THE CITY GF
SOLLDTHA, ALLSKA:

Sectior 1. That the Soldotnz City Council oppasas 1he salacian of the G-Sauth attarnative
as the prefemsd alternative for tha Sterling Highway WP 4580 Project

Pooe 1072 1EREET 39
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Hearlizn 3.

Saction 4.

Section 5.

ADOT Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Comments
Attachment E — City of Soldotna Resolution

That the Scldetna City Gouncll supoorts the szlection of ths Juncau Creck
Alternative as the prsferred alternative for Ihe Slerling Highueay WP 45250
Project.

That e Saliolna City Councll urges Governot Sill Walker, 8' state ‘egislatars
representing tha Kenal Peninsula Borosgh, Mare Luixen, Commissioner of DOT
EFF and Sandra Gercia-alina, the Divisicn Administrator of the FHWA to
reavaluaie the selection of G-2out, and give adequate weaignt to the protection
of the Kenai River This resolution shall becorme effective immediataly upen its
dapian,

[hat & copy al ks resclulion shall be provided 1o COT &PF, FHWA.

That this resalution takes effect immedialoly upon ils adaption,

ADDATED BY THE ST COUMCIL THIZ 12TH bAY OF GCT‘:}PEH 2015,

ATTEST.

F"&’:eggj? IFL 2T ;';_L%d’rf(}/éj
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Kenaitze Indian Tribe
P.0. Box 9838, Kenai, Alaska 99511-0588
Resolution No. 2016 - 38

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE SELECTION OF G-50UTH A5 THE PREFERRED ALTERMATIVE FOR THE
STERLING HIGHWAY MP 43-60 PROJECT AND SUPPORTING THE JUMEAL CREEK ALTERNATIVE

Whereas, the Kenaitze [ndian Tribe is a federally recognized tribe recrganized under the
Indian Kearganization Act of 1934, as amended for Alaska in 1936, and in accordance with the
Tribal Constitution the territory of the Kenaitze Indian Tribe shall extend to all lands and
waters af the central and upper Kenai Peninsula; and,

Whereas, the Kenaitze [ndian Tribe has jurisdiction to the fullest extent passible aver all
lands and people within its territory; and,

Whereas, the Kenaitze Indian Tribe is responsible for the sacial, coltural, political, and
ceonomic progress of (ks members and people within (ts territory; and,

Whereas, the sorial, cultursl, and economic wellbeing of the Kenaitze Indian ‘'ribe and those
it serves is directly tied to the long term health of the Kenai River and the life it supports; and

Whereas, Since time immemorial the Kenaitze Indian Tribe through unwritten law, social
custom, and cultural traditions and practices, places the protection of the Kenai River and the
life it supports; as a tribal responsibility of the highest order; and,

Whereas, on December 11, 2015 DOTEPE and FHWA announced the identification of the G-
South Alternative as the preferred alternation far the Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Project; and,

Whereas, the G-South Alternative does not adeguately protect the Kenai River; and,
Whereas, the Juneau Creek Alternative biypasses all crossing of the Kenal River; and,

Now Therefore Be IL Resolved, thal the Kenaitze Indian Tribe opposes the selection of the G
soulth alternative as Lhe preferred allernative for the Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Project; and
supports the selection of the Juneau Creek Alternative as the preferred alternative for the
Sterling Highway MP 45-60 Project.

#E.nﬁtiﬁcatm_n_h
[ 0 =

L |
L fa ¥l 4 \
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]
Jennifer Showalter Yeaman, Triba! Chairperson
Kenaitze Indian Tribe

Liisia I?Ii.'r:.:-:m'd, Triha E.Eﬁmmr];

Kenaitze Indian Tribe
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